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Toshiyuki Takamiya and Derek Brewer, eds., Aspects of Malory , Vol. 1:
Arthurian Studies, Boydell & Brewer, 1986.
Recognizing the growth in the field of Malory studies, the editors
"proposed a collection of essays which should represent and advance our
growing understanding, though without attempting 'coverage' or representing any single school of thought" (ix). To be fair, one can judge a work
only by what it claims to do and then by what it in fact accomplishes.
Since the editors make no pretense of "coverage," we should not expect it.
Although the editors state no allegiance to any one "school of thought,"
there is certainly a particular scholarly orientation, and that orientation is
perhaps best represented by the scholar to whose memory this volume is
dedicated: Eugene Vinaver.
The "Aspects of Malory" primarily discussed are what Brewer calls
"historical and, as it were, techni cal" (7). The lead essay by Vinaver demonstrates this approach by examining Malory's prose as distinctly English in
sentence structure, that is, as a distinctive adaptation of his French source,
the Queste del Saint Graal. This may be the last article we have of Vinaver,
and that in itself gives it importance.
Despite Brewer's promising introduction, which considers the lack
of serious academic consideration Malory has received as a result of
a neoclassical critical bias, most of the volume is devoted to scholarship, not criticism. This emphasis is evident from the two reprinted
articles, "The Malory Manuscript and Caxton," in which Lotte Hellinga
argues for the Winchester manuscript having been in Caxton's print
shop and provides the evidence for this discovery; and Hilton Kelliher's
"The Early History of the Malory Manuscript," which traces the manuscript's journey from Caxton's print shop to the library at Winchester.
Textual studies include Takamiya's brief note arguing that "Astolat"
should be "Ascolat" and Hynes-Berry's consideration of Malory's adaptation
of his Cistercian French source, Queste del Saint Graal. Source studies are
represented by P. J. C. Field's study of the Tale of Sir Gareth. The final
article, by Richard R. Griffith, considers the biographical question of
authorship.
All these papers represent competent scholarship. The only questionable
article on the grounds of scholarship might be Noguchi's "The Englishness
in Malory"; it is rather painfully impressionistic. On the other hand, the most
provocative article is by Jill Mann, who considers the ideological implications of Malory's radical condensation of the French. She attributes Malory's
deletion of the French explanations and rationale of action to his literalizing
definition of aventure as "chance."
The volume concludes with a revised bibliography and a helpful index.
All in all, it represents the work of professionals: there are very few
typographical errors, and the volume itself is handsome.
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Nevertheless, the results may not fully reward the expectation, "that the
present collection will advance appreciation of an author who has always
been enjoyed by the common reader 'uncorrupted by literary prejudice,' but
who is still sometimes underestimated by literary critics" (x). Only Mann's
article, and perhaps Brewer's introduction, could really be said to challenge
assumptions regarding Malory's abilities as a writer versus translator. If the
other articles do not fulfill such promise, we can hope that the scholars.' work
represented here facilitates the work of future literary critics.
Sandy Feinstein
Southwestern College

Margaret J. M. Ezell, A Patriarch 's Wife: Literary Evidence and the History of the
Family. University of North Carolina Press, 1987.
In the introduction Ezell states that she wrote her book "to explore
the current model of domestic patriarchal ism from the perspective of .. . the
literate women of the middle and upper classes" and "to assess the methods
used to arrive at this impression of ... the 'patriarch's wife' ... in particular
the use of literary evidence in creating it" (2). Responding to Lawrence Stone
and other scholars who have emphasized the dire effects of patriarchalism
on Stuart women, Ezell does not refer in the text or in the bibliography to
several authors who have already successfully challenged that view, as, for
example, Lois Schwoerer's prize-winning article, "Seventeenth-Century
Englishwomen Engraved in Stone?" in Albion 16 (1984): 398-403. Ezell also
fails to note that recent Tudor scholarship has questioned whether
Elizabethan England was a Golden Age for women.
Despite these lapses in secondary research, Ezell's book is a welcome
addition to the growing number of works that indicate Tudor/Stuart women
led ambiguous lives that did not always fit the patriarchal theory expounded
in contemporary political treatises, sermons, and literary works. The patriarchal model, which for some seventeenth-century writers represented the ideal
family, was, as Ezell asserts, challenged in other writings and did not reflect
the reality of women's lives. Citing sociological evidence, she claims, for
example, that a parental society rather than a patriarchal society prevailed
in the case of marriage negotiations, since the death of fathers and female
migration to towns left many young women or their mothers in charge of
these arrangements. In an interesting section exploring the reasons why so
few women published, Ezell discusses the "conservatism" (100) that causes
many men but a far greater percentage of women to choose not to print their
manuscripts for fear of losing control over who read them. She does not
attempt to wrestle with the problem of why more women than men adopted

